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1 January 1985
. New Orleans District

DATA FOR TESTAFYING OFFICERS ON FY 1986 C1VIL WORKS BUDGET

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LOUISIANA, AND VICINITY

BENEF § T-COST RATIO:

a. C{:npa’rlsbn of Remalining B/C Ratlos. - The remaining B/C ratio Is 6.7 to 1, a decrease of 9.8 from that last presented to Congress (16.5
4o 1). This change Is due to the Incorporation of the methodology contalned In the Reevaluation Study "Lake Pontchartrain, Loulslana, and Vicinlty
Hurricane Protect lon Prqject, dated Decenber 1982." Thls reanalysls extended to a camplete revision of fundamental base data and cons!deration of
many changes both In the study area and In agency regulations which became 2ppllicable subsequent to publlicatlon of the project document. Remalning
B/C ratios sre based on comparison of the beneflts remaining to be reallzed by completing constructlon of the project and the cost remaining as of the
budget year-.

b Annual Beneflts: The following tebulation Is pr&vlded for the purpose of camparing the Beneflts presented In the justification paragrsph
of the Justiflication Sheet. .

TOTAL BENEFITS
Current Estimate

.Last Est. Submitted at Project Change

Annual Benefits Yo Congress _1_/ Interest Rate 2/ From Last
- ($) , o ($) (+ or -$)
Flood Control $351,780,000 $204,677,000 $-147,103,000

Inundation Reductlon 3/ (336,688,000) . . : (204,677,000) (-132,011,000) 4/

Intens 1flcation (15,092,000) ’ (-15,092,000) 5/
Area Redeveiopment 4,451,000 -4,4%1,000 2/
Total Annual Benef!ts 356,231,000 204,677,000 - =1%1,554,000
interest Rate Used 3-1/6% : 3-1/8%

1/ Berrier Plan.
2/ High Level Plan from Reevaluation Study.
3/ Esssntial ly complete pratection will be provided to 105,190 acres, canprlsed of 61,900 acres of urban type development, 43,290 acres of

undevolopod land which would be }mpacted by a project hurricane. The current value of all lands Is $7,503,000,000 and of Improvements Is
$14,155,000,000. 1980 population: 858,000.
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1 January 1985
New Or'leemsr District
BENEF § T~COST RATI10: (Cont'd)

4/ Change resulted from revision of the following varia les:

- a. The Barrier Pian data reflects the authorized but deferred St. Charles Parish jakefront protectlon levee allnement. This protection ge'l"iera‘l'ed
substant}al benefits based on enhancement of wetlands between U. S. Highway 61 and Lake Pontchartrain. This ailnement {s not a recommended feature-of
+he reevajuation report plan, nor are benefl+s and costs for such protectjon included. Only Inundation reductlon and emergency beneflt+s on exlsting
and minor future devejopment south of Highway 61 or immedlately adjacent to the highway to the north are Inciuded In the reevajuation report data.

b. In the reevajuation report, future development was assumed to occur at floor elevations consistent with FIA requirements. The previous
analysls was based on floor elevations of 1.5 feet above nominal ground elevations, which )s generally much lower. Thls also Impacts a portlon of the
benef | ts categorized as "existing benef[ts" In the reevaluation report, which are related to structures which developed per FIA regulations subsequent
to the previous study.

c. Growth rates (OBERS-based) on remalning undevelocped acreages are lower In the reevaluation report.

d. Business josses clalmed In the previous studles were not calculated for the reevaluatfon report due to the extreme complexity Involved,
Jack of consensus over acoepta Je methods of netting ocut the NED Impacts from the regional n report.

d. Business losses clalmed In the previous studies were not calcuisted for the reevaluation report due to the extreme compiexity Involved,
tack of consensus over acceptd le methods of netting ocut the NED Impacts from the reglonal eof fects.

e. No losses fo vehlcles were analyzed In the reevaluatlon report.

{. Beneflts fo areas on the north shore of Lake Pontchariraln were, of course, also subject to varjous of the sbove factors.
recommended plan contalned In the reevajuatlon report, l.e., the Hlgh Level Plan,
beneflts to that area are clalmed.

g- Residentlal and non-resldential depth of floodlng-damage refationships have been revised In accordance with actual fleld surveys conducted for
4+he reevaluation study. This Is also true for the value of contents-value of structure relatlonship.

h. Revised stage~frequency curves were used for the reevaluation report.

}. The reevaluation report Is based on completely revised contour maps of the study area.

. J+ Structure and contents values used In the reevaluation report analysis are actual appralsed values (1980) based on sample surveys as opposed
to the Indexed’ values used for the Barrler Plan submission.

5/ The 8arrier budget data Included substantial intensification and Jocatlon benefits on large numbers of acres which were deemed undevelopable, or
developable only at low Intenslty without the project. Many of these acreages have developed subsequently, however, without apparent regard to flood
proneness; thus, only laundatlon reductlon beneflits have been clalmed In the reevaluatlon report.

6/ Employment benefits (Area Redevelopment Benefits) were not Included In the reevalustion report because the study area no longer qual!fles under
Department of Commerce criteria as suffering fram "substant{al and persistent unemployment."

and

and

in additlon, the
provldes no protectlon for the north shore and, therefore, no
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1 January 1985
New Orieans District

SIPEFIT-COST RATIO:  (Cont'd)

Remalning Benefl+ts/Cost

Benefits & Costs When Current Estimate
1st Funded for Constructlon Last Presented At Project Change
Annual Beneflts in FY 1967 1/ Yo Congress 3/ Interest Rate 4/ From Last
—_— ) ($) T3) - +or -$)
Flood Control
inundation Reductlon 2/ $51,389,400 $232,210,000 $104,248,000 -127,962,000 5/ 6/
Infensification 3/ 344,000 12,798,000 -12,798,000 7/
Area Redevel cpment - 3,043,000 -3,043,000 8/
Total Annual Benefits $51,733,400 $248,051,000 ‘ $104,248,000 -
Total Anmual Costs $2,945,500 $ 15,019,000 $ 15,446,000 427,000 9/ 10/
B/C Ratlo 17.6 16.5 6.7 -9.8 9/
interest Rate Used 3~1/8% 3-1/8% 3-1/8%

1/ Based on cost estimete effective 1 July 1975.
2/ Esssntlal ly complete protection wili be provided to 105,190 acres comprised of 61,900 acres of urban-type develcpment and 43,290 acres of
Fndovelopod land which would be Impacted by a projJect hurrlcane. The current value of all lands Is $7,503,000,000; current value of ali Improvements
Is $14,155,000,000. 1980 popuiation was 858,000.
3/ Bearrler Plan.
&/ High Level Plan fram the Reevaluation Study (wlth additlonal protection added sinos 1979).
5/ Agricultural benefits claimed In prior data were not analyzed or clalmed In the reevajuation report due to the relative unimportance of thls
category.
6/ Change resulted from revislon of the following variasbles:
T a. The Barrier Plan data reflects the authorized but deferred St. Charles Parlsh lakefront protection levee alinement. Thls protect fon generated
substantial beneflts based on enhancement of wetlands between U. S. Highway 61 and Lake Pontchartraln. Thls alinement Is not a recommended feature of
the reevaluation report plan, nor are benefits and costs for such protection Included. Only Inundation reductlon and emergency benef|ts on existing
and minor future development south of Highway 61 .or Immediately adjacent to the highway to the north are Included In the reevaluation report data.
b. In the reevalustion report, future develcpment was assumed to occur at floor elevations consistent with FIA requirements. The previous
analysis was based on floor elevations of 1.5 feet above nominal ground elevations, which Is generally much lower. This also Impacts a portion of the

benef | ts categorized as "existing benefits™ In the reevaluation report, which are related to structures which developed per FIA regulations subsequent
to the previocus study.

ce Growth rates (OBERS-based) on remalning undevelcped acreages are lower In the reevajuation report.
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" were !nflared compared to sunk costs.’

1 January 1985
New Orleans ODlstrict
1T-COST RATIO: (Cont'd) . :

d- A portion of the beneflts Includsd In previous documents were discounted as "future benefits” whlle In fhe reevaluation reporf the passage of
ﬂm tias: resulted In-some of these beneflts’ becom!ng "present bereflts,” l.e , undlscounfed benefits.

. Barrier Plan remalning benefits were proportioned based .on costs remaln!ng. -This -tended to overstate remalning benefits, as remalning costs

“f. Business losess clalmed In the prevlous studles were nat calculated for +he reevaluation- report due to the exireme complex!ty Involved and

'Iack ‘of:consénsits over acceptal le methods of - neﬂ'lng out the NED Impacts from the: reglonal effects.

No’ losaés 1o vehlic les were analyzed In the reevaluaﬂon report.

h. Benefits fo sress on the north shore of Lake Pontchartraln were, of course, also subject to various of the sbove factors.
recommended plan contalned In the reevaluatlion report, 1.e.,
benefits o that area are claimed.

1. Resldentlal -and non-residential depth of flood!Ing-damage relatlonships have been revised In accordance with . actual fleld surveys conducted for
the reevaluation study:; This Is also frue for the value of contents-value of stiuctiie relatlonship.

- Jo  Revissd stage~frequsncy curves were used for the reevaluatlon report.

k. The resvajuation Feport |s based on completely revised contour maps of the study area.

4+ Structure and contents values used In the reevaluation report analysls are actual sppralsed values (1980) based on sample surveys as opposed
to the Indexed valies used for the Barrler Plan.

1/ The Barrler -budget data Inctuded substantlal !n'l‘ens'flcaﬂon and location beneflfs on large numbers of acres which were deemed undevelopable or
developable only at low Intenslty without the project. Many of these acreages have déveloped subsequently, however, without apparent regard to flood
proneness; thus, only Imindation reductlon beneflts have been clalmsd In the reevatuation report.

8/ Emptoyment benefits (Area Redevelopment Beneflts) were not Included In the reavaluation report because the study area no longer qual!fles under
Deparfmsnf of Commeros criter|a &x suffering from’ ‘ngybstant tal and pers Istent unemp loyment.”

9/ Change due fo the Incorporation of the mathodology contalned In the Reevaluatlon Study, "Lake Pontchartrain, Loulslana and Vicinlty Hurrlcane
‘Protect jon Prqject, dated Decenber 1982." Th(s reanalysl; extended to a complete revislon of fundamental base data and consideratlon of many changes
both In the study area and In agsncy regulations which became appllcable subsequent to publication of the project document.

10/ Change due to the daleﬂon of the navigatlon portlon of the prqject, thereby ellmlnaﬂng t+he amount subjecf o the So-year amort 1zatlon factor
( «00854).

in addition, the
the High Level Plan, provldes no protection for the north shore and, therefore, no

ALLOCATI{ON AND APFORT!ONMENT OF FIRST COSTS: ‘ ’

Al locatlon of First Costs
Based on Last Estimate

Percent of Gurrent

Purpose Presanted to Congress ‘ " Cufrent Total'

Flood Comtrol - $563,870,000 . _ $820,000,000 100 -
Navigation (Seabrook Lock) T 34,130,000 o : o 01/
TOTAL . '$598,000,000 szm,ooo,ooo ' 100

1/ See YDTO pags 5 (Change In Scope since authorization)
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'AT!ON AND APPORTIONMENT OF FIRST COSTS: (Cont'd)
>

Apportlonment of First Cos+
Based on Estimate Last

1 January 1985
New Orleans District

Based on Current Estimate

- Presented to Congress Costs Percent of Total
Purpose . . Federal Non-Federal Federa! Non-Federal Federal Non-Federal
Flood Control -+ $366,870,000 $197,000,000 $574,000,000 $246,000,000 70 30
Navigation (Sezbrook Lock) 34,130,000 0 oV 0 -V -1/
TOTAL $401,000,000 $197,000,000 $574,000,000 $246,000,000 70 - 30

1/ See YOTO page 5 (Change In Scope since authorization)

The spportionment of cast is baséd on the cost sharing formula as outilned In House Document No. 231, 89th Congress, and authorized by Flood
Control Act of 1965. H.D. No. 231 specifles that jocal Interests contrlibute In cash or equivalent work not less than 30 percent of the total project
cost, sald 30 percent to Include the falr market value of jands, damages, and alterations (relocations) for the constructlon of the project.

Apportionment of Flrst Costs

Last Estimate to Congress: Current

Estimate
Federal Non-Federal Federal Non-Federal
$401,000,000 $197,000,000 $ 74,000,000 $246, 000, 000
Detalls of Apportionment
Project Costs to Apportlonment
be Apport loned Federal Non-Federal
To be spportioned on 70/30 basls: $819,770,000
708 of Project Costs: $574,000,000
308 of Project Costs: $245,770,000
Cost of Reallnement at Florlida Avenue
Contalner Plant 230,000 230,000 1/
Total Project Cost (Ultimate) $820,000,000 $574,000,000 3/ $246,000,000 ?/
Relnbursement 45,000,000 -45,000,000
Total Current Estlmate (Allocations) $619,000,000 $201,000,000

1/ See YOTO - 10, Local Cocperatlon, paragraphs (a)(4).

2/ Excludes $45,000,000 which local Interests are required to relmburse the Federal Government for costs al located due to the Water Resources

Eevelopmnf Act of 1974. Sectlon 92 spec)fles that local Interests may agree to pay the unpald balance of thelr required cash payment, due In annual

instal Iments, In accordance with a specl flc formula.

3/ includss $45,000,000 which local Interests are requj red to relmburse the Federal Government for costs al jocated due to the Water Resources
Development Act of 1974. Sectlon 92 specifles that local Interests may agree to pay the unpald balance of thelr required cash payment, due In annual

instal Iments, In accordance with a speclfic formula.

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY



1 January 1985
New Orleans District

a. Comparison of Federal Cost Estimate: The current Federal cost estimate of $619,000,000 Is an Increase of $162,000,000 over the latest
stlmarg ($457, 000, 000) subm itted to Qongress. This change includes Increases of $83, 020, 000 for adjustments in the estimated Infiation al lowance
throuh the construction pericd, $62,000 for contract modifications, $260,000 due to new item of work, and $299,958,000 for the High Level Plan of
Rrotection; which Inclules $243,431,000 for construction, $33, 205,000 for Engineering and Design, and $23, 322, 000 for Supervision and
Aministration. These increases are offset by decreases of $193,453,000 associated with the Barrier Plan of Protection, $3,112,000 for actual cost
of completed work, $735,000 dw to contract awards, and $24, 000, 000 duwe to reanalysis of Federal cost-sharing requirements,

be. Comparison of Non-Federal Cost Estimate: The current non-Federal cost estimate of $201,000,000 Is an increase of $60,000,000 over the |atest
estimate ($141, 000, 000) submitted to Congress. This change includes increases of $27,657, 000 for ad justments in the estimated Infiation al lownce
throuh the construction period, $6,000 for contract modifications, 330,000 due to a new item of work, $58,832,000 for the High Level Pian of
Protection; which Includes $29, 458, 000 for lands and Demages, $8, 384,000 for Reiocation, $11, 628, 000 for Construction, $5, 379,000 for g ineering
and Design, and $3,983,000 for Supervision and Administration, and an increase of $23,001,000 due to reanalysis of non-Federal cost-sharing
requirements, These increases were partially offset by decreases of $49, 062, 000 associated with the Barrler Plan of Rotection, $81,000 for actusl
cost of campleted work, and $383,000 due to contract awards.

Co Counpérlsm of Preconstruction Cost Estimate, = Not applicable.

d. Comparison of Project Cost Estimate, -

Latest Estimate Change from Latest to Conggzess

to Congress Current Price
Festure FY. 1985 Budget Estimate Total Level Other 1/
BARRIER UNIT -
Lands & Damages $ 3,779,000 $ 735,000 $ -3,044, 000 $ =3,044, 000
Relocations 227,000 0 -227,000 - =227,000
locks 73, 850, 000 0 -73, 850, 000 -8, 640, 000 -65, 210, 000
Roads, Ralliroads & Bridges 245,000 0 ~245,000 ’ - 245,000
Channels & (anals 7, 420, 000 765, 000 -6, 655, 000 - -6, 655, 000
Breakwaters & Seawalls 5, 850,000 0 -5,850,000 -1,170,000 -4, 680, 000
levess & .Fl oodwmlils 58, 820, 000 1, 898, 000 -56, 2, 000 - =56, 22, 000
Flood Control & Diversion
Structure 98, 179, 000 0 . -98, 179, 000 =2, (73, 000 -96, 106, 000
Permanent Operating Euip. 13,000 4,000 -9,000 - -9, 000
Engineering & Design 14, 270, 000 14, 343, 000 2/ +73, 000 - +73, 000
Supervision & Administration 10,875,000 872,000 -10,003 ,000 -530,000 -9 ,473,000
Subtotal - BARRIER UNIT $273, 528, 000 $18, 617, 000 $-254, 911, 000 =12, 413, 000 $-242, 498, 000

1/ PReanalysis of requirements for the High Level Plan of Frotection.

the completion of FY 84 Barrier requirements,

(See WDTO Page 15 Additional Information paragraph (d)(2).

E&D Increase for

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY
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AL DATA: (Cont'd)

to Congress

Latest Estimate

Festure FY 1983 Budget

NEW ORLEANS EAST UNIT
Lands & Demeges $12,411,000
Relocations 11,953,000
Levess .8 Floodwal Is 95,477,000
Pumping Plants 19,484,000
Englineering & Design 15,043,000
Supervision & Administration 6,997,000

Subtotal -NEW ORLEANS EAST UNIT $159, 365,000

Current
Estimate

$ 48,291,000
22,904,000
275,089,000
18,790,000
40,346,000

24,622,000

$4 30,042,000

Resnalys!s of requirements for the High Level Plan of Protection.
includes +$107,000 based on contract awards; -$447,000 actual cost of completed work; +$143,848,000 ruquired for High Level Plan of Protection,

ond +$320,000 for survey and layout requirements.
Based on confract award.
includes $13,000 for U. S. Fish and Wil dil fe Service.

Change from Latast fo Congress
Price
Leve!}

Tot al

$ +35,880,000 $ 47,313,000

I January 1985
Now Orleans District

Other

$ 428,567,000 1/

+10,951,000 +1,738,000 49,213,000 17
+181,612,000 437,784,000 +143,828,000 2/
-694,000 -301,000 ~393,000 3/
425,303,000 43,803,000 421,500,000 1/
+17,62%,000 +4,818,000 +12,807,000 5/
$4270,677, 000 $455,1585,000 $4215,522,000

includes +313,127,000 for High Level Plan of Protection and -$320,000 for survey and layout Included in the levee and floodwa! | feature.

Lands & Dameges $ 1,140,000
Relocations 1,345,000
Levees & Floodwal Is 50,015,000
Enginesring & Design 3,392,000
Supsrvision & Adminisiration 1,871,000

Subtota)-NEW ORLEANS WEST UNIT $57,763,000

$ 2,330,000
790,000
218,869,000
25,327,000
21,019,000

$268,335,000

1/ Reanalys!ls of requirements for the High Level! Plan of Protection.

MANDEVILLE UNIT

Levees & Floodwal is s

96%,000

- Englneering & Design 230,000
Supervision & Admlnisiration 70,000
Subtotal -MANDEVILLE UNIT $ 1,265,000

$ 2,200,000
270,000
220,000

$ 2,690,000

1/ Reanslysis of requirements for the High Level Plan of Protection.

$ 41,190,000
-555,000
+168,854,000
+21,935,000
419,148,000

$4210,572,000

$ +1,235,000

+40,000
+150, 000

$ +1,425,000

$ 299,000 $  +891,000 1/
+274,000 ~829,000 1/
454,628,000 414,226,000 1/
+4,851,000 +17,084,000 1/
44,650,000 +14, 498,000 1/
$464,702,000 $4145,870,000
$  +171,000 $ 41,064,000 1/
+27,000 +13,000 1/
424,000 +126,000 1/
$ +222,000 $ +1,203,000 1/

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY



F INANCIAL DATA:

1 January 1985
New Orleans District

a. Comparlson of Federal Cost Estimate: The cur-ren'r Federal cost estimate of $619,000,000 is an Increase of $162,000,000 over the iatest

estimate ($457,000,000) submitted to Congress.

This change Includes increases of $83,020,000 for adjustments In the estimated inflation al lowance

through the construction perlod, $62,000 for contract modifications, $260,000 due to new item of work, and $299,958,000 for the High Level Plan of
Protection; which Includes $243,431,000 for construction, $33,205,000 for Englineering and Design, and $23,322,000 for Supervision and
Administration. These Increases are offset by decreases of $193,453,000 assoclated with the Barrler Plan of Protection, $3,112,000 for actual cost of

completed work, $73%,000 due to coniract awards, and $24,000,000 due to reanalysis of Federal cost-sharing requirements.

b. Comparison of Non-Federal Cost Estimate:

estimate ($141,000,000) submitted to Congress.

The current non-Federal cost estimate of $201,000,000 Is an increase of $60,000,000 over the latest
This change Includes increases of $27,657,000 for adjustments In the estimated Inflatlion allowance

through the construction period, $6,000 for contract modifications, $30,000 due to a new Item of work, $58,832,000 for the High Level Plan of
Protection; which Includes $29,458,000 for Lands and Damages, $8,384,000 for Relocations, $11,628,000 for Construction, $5,379,000 for Engineering and
Design, and $3,983,000 for Supervision and Administration, and an increase of $23,001,000 due to reanalysis of non-Federal cost-sharing

requirements. These increases were partlally offset by decreases of $49,062,000 associated with the Barrier Plan of Protection, $81,000 for actual

cost of completed work, and $383,000 due to contract awards.

ce Comparison of Preconsiruction Cost Estimate. - Not applicable.

d. Comparlison of ProJect Cost Estimate. -

Feature

BARRIER UNIT
Lands & Damages
Relocatlions

Locks

Roads, Rallroads & Bridges
Channels & Canals
Broakwaters & Seawalls
Levees & Fioodwalls
Flood Controt & Dlversion
Structure

,x—' Permanent Operating Equip.

N
AN

Englneering & Design
Supervision & Administration
Subtotal -~ BARRIER UNIT

Latest Estimate

to Congress

FY 1985 Budget

$ 3,779,000
227,000
73,850,000
245,000
7,420,000
5,850,000
58,820,000

98,179,000
13,000
14,270,000
10,875,000
$273,528,000

Current
Estimate

$ 735,000

0
0

0
765,000
0
1,898,000

0
4,000
14,343,000
872,000

$18,617,000

Change from Latest to Congress

Price
Total Level Other _1/
~3,044,000 $ -3,044,000
-227,000 - -227,000
-73,850,000 -8,640,000 -65,210,000
-245,000 - =245,000
-6,655,000 - -6,655,000
-5,850,000 -1,170,000 -4,680,000
-56,922,000 - -56,922,000
-98,179,000 -2,073,000 -96,106,00(@
=-9,000 - =-9,000
+73,000 - +73,000
-10,003,000 -530,000 ~9,473,000
$~254,911,000 -12,413,000 $-242,498,000

\"»1\/ Reanalysis of requirements for the High Level Plan of Protection. (See WDTO Page 15 Additional Information paragraph (d)(2). E&D Increase for
the completion of FY 84 Barrier requirements.

~N
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1 January 1985

W : A , New Orleans District
_#ANCIAL DATA: (Cont'd)

4 / Latest Estimate Change fram Latest to Congress
/ to Congress Current Price
. Feature FY 1985 Budget Estimate Total Level Other
NEW ORLEANS EAST UNIT - -
Lands & Damages $ 12,411,000 $ 48,291,000 $ 435,880,000 $ +7,313,000 $ 428,567,000 1/
Relocatlons 11,953,000 22,904,000 +10,951,000 +1,738,000 +9,213,000 17
Leveas & Floodwal Is 95,477,000 275,089,000 +181,612,000 +37,784,000 +143,828,000 2/
Pumping Plants . 19,484,000 18,790,000 -694,000 -301,000 ~393,000 3/
Engineering & Design 15,043,000 40,346,000 4/ 425,303,000 +3,803,000 421,500,000 1/
Superviston & AdmInlstration 6,997,000 24,622,000 +17,625,000 +4,818,000 +12,807,000 5/
Subtotal -NEW ORLEANS EAST UNIT $159,365,000 $4 30,042,000 $+270,677,000 $455,155,000 $4215,522,000 -

1/ Reanalys!s of requirements for the Hligh Level Pjan of Protectlon.

zl Includes +$107,000 based on contract owards; -$447,000 actual cost of completed work; +$143,848,000 required for High Level Plan of Protection,
and +$320,000 for survey and layout requirements.

Based on contract award.

tncludes $13,000 for U. S. FIsh and Wiidilfe Service.

\ncludes +$13,127,000 for High Level Plan of Protectlon and ~$320,000 for survey and layout Included In the levee and floodwali feature.

IQlely

NEW ORLEANS WEST UNIT

Lands & Damages $ 1,140,000 S 2,3}0,000 $ 41,190,000 $  +299,000 s +891,000 1/
Relocatlions 1,345,000 790,000 =555,000 +274,000 -829,000 T/
Levees & Floodwal Is 50,015,000 218,869,000 +168,854,000 454,628,000 +114,226,000 1/
Englneering & Design 3,392,000 25,327,000 +21,935,000 +4,851,000 +17,084,000 1/
Supervision & Adminlstiration 1,871,000 21,019,000 +19,148,000 +4,650,000 +14,498,000 KY;

Subtotal-NEW ORLEANS WEST UNIT $57,763,000 $268,335,000 $+210,572,000 $464,702,000 $+145,870,000 -

1/ Reanalysls of requl rements for the High Level Pian of Protectlon.

MANDEVILLE UNIT

Levees & Floodwal Is $ 965,000 $ 2,200,000 $ +1,235,000 $ +171,000 $ 41,064,000 1/
Englneering & Design 230,000 270,000 - +40,000 +27,000 +13,000 1/
Supsrvision & Adninisiration 70,000 220,000 +150,000 424,000 +126,000 1/

Subtotal -MANDEVILLE UNYT $ 1,265,000 $ 2,690,000 $ +1,425,000 $  +222,000 $ +1,203,000 17

l/ Reanalys!s of requirements for the High Level Plan of Protect lon.
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1 January 1985
New Orleans District

v FINANCIAL DATA: (Cont'd)

CHALMETTE UN'T

Lands & Damages $ 7,213,000 $ 7,216,000 $ +3,000 $ - s +3,000 1/

Relocatlons 3,896,000 3,874,000 -22,000 -22,000 -

Levees & Floodwal is 80,745,000 75,301,000 5,444,000 +3,384,000 -8,828,000 3/

Permanent Operating Equip. 21,000 21,000 0 - - =

Englneering & Design 8,192,000 7,491,000 4/ -701,000 ~961,000 4260,000 2/

Supervision & Adminlistration 6,012,000 6,413,000 +401,000 +610,000 -209,000 ?/
Subtotal <CHALMETTE UNIT $106,079,000 $100, 316,000 $ 5,763,000 $ 3,011,000 $ 8,774,000

1/ Based on actual land acquisition.
2/ Based on reanalysls of requlrements.
3/ includes $12,000 actual cost of canpleted work; +$290,000 new ] tem of work, Bayou Blenvenue Scour Repair; -$804,00 actusl contract awards;

+3$69,000 overrun on required yardage (Statlon 945 to 1119); ~-$8,604,000 based on a reevaluatjon of the remalning work, and +$209,000 for surveys
and layout requlrements.

4/ 1includes $3,000 for U. S. Flsh and Wlidilfe Service.
5/ Survey and }ayout co_s'r Included In the levee and floodwall feature.

Latest Estimate Change from Latest 1o Congress
to Congress Current Price
Feature FY 1985 Budget Estimate Tot al Level Other

GRAND TOTAL (Federal &

Non-Federal) $598,000,000 $820,000,000 $4222,000,000 $+110,677,000 $+111,323,000
Total Federal Cost 457,000,000 619,000,000 1/ +162,000,000 +83,020,000 +78,980,000
Total Non-Federal Cost: 141,000,000 201,000,000 2/ 460, 000,000 +27,657,000 +32,343,000

Cash ContrIbutlon 99,036,000 114,860,000 " 415,824,000 +18,055,000 -2,231,000

Other 41,964,000 86,140,000 3/ +44,176,000 +14,064,000 430,112,000

1/ lncludes future non-Federal relmbursement of $45,000,000; ultImate estimate of Federal cost ls $574,000,000.
2/ Excludes future non-Federal reimbursement of $45,000,000; ultimate estimate of non-Federal cost Is $246,000,000.
3/ Includes $58,572,000 for lands and damages and $27,568,000 for relocatlons.

ESD Is 14.8f of the construction cost.
S2A Is 7.8% of the construction and E&D costs.

a. Contingencles. - The estimate Includes $90,617,000 for contingencles, which Is 24% of the uncompleted work. The estimate last presented to
Congress Included $63,351,000 for contlngencles, which was 21% of the uncompleted work.

8 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY



1 Jamuary 1985
New Orleans District

#_ANCIAL DATA:  (Cont'd)
" L¢NANCIAL DATA:

. Firmness of Federal Cost Estimate. - The current estimate Is based on Des!gn Memorandums, plans and spec! flcatlons, contracts, and completed
e works, wlth costs projected through the construction perlod. ’

g+ Appropriation History. -

Appropr|ation History FY 1985 Budget History FY 1986 Budget Reques+t
) LMVD Recommendatlon $24,200,000 $36,000,000
Total thru FY 1980 105, 764,000 v OCE Recommendatlon 17,500,000 25,000,000
FY 1981 8,800,000 OMB Al lowance 17,500,000 25,000,000
FY 198 13,000,000 _2_/ House Al Jowance 17,500,000
FY 1983 13,716,000 Senate Al lowance 17,500,000
FY 1984 8,800,000 l/ . Conference Al lowance 17,500,000
FY 1985 13,800,000 i/ Work A} lowance 13,800,000 4/
Total to date $163,880,000 Capabliity 17,500,000 - 25,000,000
1/ inlt1al construction funds recelved In FY 1967.
2/ Reflects an Increassé of $1,000,000 from return of FY 1981 deferral.
E/ Reflects a reductlon of $1,000,000 assigned as savings and slippage, $3,639,000 revoked and $3,361,000 transferred from the project.

4/ Reflects a reductlon of $2,400,000 assigned as savings and sllppage and $1,300,000 transfer from the praoject.

he Capabiility. No additlonal funds over the budget request of $25,000,000 can be effectively utlllized.
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 FINANCIAL DATA: (Cont'd)
i« Transfers: -

FY 1984:

From' T_o
Lake Pontchartraln Grand isle & Vicinlty
Lake Pontchartraln Larose to Golden Meadow
Lake Pontchartraln OCE
Lake Pontchartraln OCE
Lake Pontcharatrain OCE
FY 1985:
Lake Pontchartraln Grand Isle & Vicintty -
Anticipated:
Lake Pontchartraln Miss. River - Baton

Rouge to the Gulf

10

Month of
Transfer

12 Dec 83

28 Dec 83

19 Dec 83

7 Jun 84

27 Jul B84

6 Dec 84

Jan 85

Amount

$2,861,000

$ 500,000

$ 650,000

$2,900,000

$ 89,000

$ 32,000

$1,300,000

1 January 1985
New Orleans District

Reason

Funds avallable due to delay In award of
Clirus Lakefront Levee Foreshore Protection
pending a decision on the Barrler/High Leve!
Plan and are required to complete
construction of the Grand Isle project.

Funds available due to delay in award of
Citrus Lakefront Levee Foreshore Protection

and are required to award the Sectlon B Gap
Closure contract.

Funds available due to delay in award of
Citrus Lakefront Levee Foreshore Protection.

Funds available due to earnings on contract
for Station 1121 to 1568 being less than
anticipated.

Funds avallable due to reanalysls of contract
earnings.

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY



1 January 1985
New Orleans District

7 /iL DATA: (Cont'd)

J+ Unobligated and Unexpended Balances. -

Estimated at End

End of FY 1984 of FY 1985
Uncb 1 igated Balance $ 21,400 _ $0
Undel ivered Orders 1,540,700 0
Unexpended Balance $1,562,100 l/ $0

1/ Contractor earnings less than anticipated. Funds will be expended In FY 1985.

ke Comparison of Blds.

Current
No. of Low High Government Last Est. Current Est. - : Working
Item ) Bidders Bid Bid Estimate to Congress to Congress Estimate
Bayou Blenvenue :
Scour Repalr 6 $ 782,000 1/ $1,651,000 $ 981,000 $ 430,000 2/ § 272,000 %/ $ 272,000
Citrus Bk Lv Sta
* 176-573 (3rd LIft) 7 $4,571,300 $6,730,200 $5,348,300 $2,803,000 $5,060,000 . @,060;000'
1/ Includes $510,000 for M.R.G.0. project. _ '
2/ Excludes portion to M.R.G.0. project.
1. Malntenance. -
Federal. None.
Non~Federal. The estimated annual non-Federal cost for maintenance Is $1,122,000 which Includes $61,000 for replacements.
1 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY
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FINANCIAL DATA: (Cont'd)
1. Trensfers: -
FY 1984:

" From

Lake Pontchartrain

Lake Pontchartrain

Lske Pontchartraln

Lake Pontchariraln

Lake Pontcherstrain

FY 1985:

 Lake Pontchertrain

Anticlipated:

Lake Pontchartraln

Grand Isle & Vicinlty

Larose to Golden Meadow

Grand Isle & Vicinity

Miss. River - Baton
Rouge to the Gulf

Month of
Transfer

12 Dec 83

28 Dec 83

19 Dec 83

7 Jun 84

27 Jul 84

6 Dec 84

Jan 85

10

Amount

$2,861,000

$ 500,000

$ 650,000

$2,900,000

$ 89,000

$ 32,000

$1,300,000

1 Jenuary 1985
New Orleans District

Reason

Funds avalliable due to delay In award of
Citrus Lekefront Leves Foreshore Protection
pending a decision on the Barrler/High Level
Plan and are required to complete
constructlon of the Grend isle project.

Funds avallable due to delay In award of
Cltrus Lakefront Levee Foreshore Protectlion

and are required to awaerd the Section 8 Gep
Closure contract.

Funds avelleble due to delay in award of
Citrus Lakefront Levee Foreshore Protection.

Funds available due to earnings on contract
for Station 1121 to 1568 being less than
anticipated.

-do-

Funds avallable due fo reanalyslis of contract
earnings.

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY



1 January 1985
New Orleans District

" A DATA:  (Cont'd)

J+ Unobllgated and Unexpended Balances. -~

Estimated at End

End of FY 1984 of FY 1985
Uncbl Igated Balance | $ 21,400 $0
Unde! Ivered Orders 1,540,700 o
Unexpended Bal ance $ 1,562,100 1/ $0

1/ Contractor earnings less than anticipated. Funds will be expended in FY 1985.

ke Comparison of Blds.

Current
No. of Low High Government Last Est. Current Est. Working
} tem Bldders _B_lg_ Bid Estimate to Congress to Congress Estimate
Bayou Bienvenue ) o
Scour Repalr 6 $ 782,0001/ $1,651,000 $ 981,000 $ 430,0002/ $ 272, 000_2./ $ 272,000
Cltrus Bk Lv Sta
*® 176~573 (3rd Lift) 7 $4,571,300 $6,730,200 $5,348,300 $2,803, 000 $5, 050, 000 $ 5,060,000 -~

_l_/ includes $310, 000 for M.R.G.0. project.
2/ Excludes portion ot M.R.G.0. project.

1. Maintenance. -
Federal. Nonee.

Non-Federal. The estimated annual non-Federal cost for malntenance Is $1,122, 000 which Includes $61, 000 for replacements.

1 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY
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STATUS AND SCHEDULE:

a. Scheduled Campletion Dates:

Feature

garrler Unlt

New Orleans East Unlt

New Orleans West Unit

gEntire Project

b. Performance - FY 85:

New Orjeans East Unit

Inlt]ate:

N.O. Lakefront Levee

Wost of !.H.N.C.

Contlnue:

Last Presented
to Congress
Indefinlite

Sep 1988
indefinlte

Sep 1991

Last Presented

to Congress

Cltrus Lakefront Levee {HNC Parls Rd FSP

Not Presented:

N.O. Lakefront Levee, London Avenue to West End

N.O. Lakefront Levee, Floodwall at Marc/Topaz
N.O. Lakefront Levee Floodwal Is at Am. Standard Plant

Present

Schedule

N/A

Dec 1993

Sep 2006

Sep 2006

Present

Schedule

inlt]ate

initiate

Inltiate
inltlate

1 January 1985
New Orleans Distrlct

Explanation of Change

Not requlred under recommended High Leve!
Plan of Protectlon.

Addltlonal work requlred for High Leve|
Plan of Protectlon.

~do-

~do-

Remarks

Under the proposed High Level Plan of Protectlon
thls Item has been divlided Into several reaches
Includling levees and floodwal is.

Delayed at the request of Jjocal Interests pending
a declslon on the barrler vs. high level plan.

This ltem 1s a portion of N.O. Lakefront Levee
west of 1.H.N.C. prevliously presented.

~do-

~do~-

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY



1 January 1985

e New Orjeans DIstrict
P o AND SCHEDULE: (Cont'd)
Vs

-

chalmette Unlt Present Schedule Remarks
Not Presented: .
vicinlty Parls Road Bridge, Floodwal | capping In}+late and Complete Based on recent surveys, thls Item has been

advanced from future work.

Statfon 65 to 278 (ist Enlgt) inltlate Based on recently acqulred rlghts—of-way, thls

Item has been advanced 15 months.

c. Constructlion Difflcuitles: None.

PHYSICAL DATA CHANGES: Physlical data have been updated from that Jast presented to Congress to reflect the selectfion of the High Level Plan of
Protection In Ileu of the Barrler alternative:

a- The average levee helght has been changed from 13 feet to 16 feet to compensate for the loss of the barrier structurss.

b. Dam closures have been changed from 9 to 2 because the only closures assoclated with High Level Plan are located at Bayou Blenvenue and Bayoy
Dupre Control Structures.

c- Dralnage structures were Incressed fram 7 to 9 based on the elImInation of 3 due to the loss of the Barrler Structures and the addition of 5
required for the High Level Plan In New Orleans West Unit.

de The Floodwal is were Increased from 15.5 mlles to 17.9 mlles based on the additlonal protectlon requirement In New Orleans East Unlt for the
High Level Plan.

e. Floodgates were changed fram 3 to 2 based on 1 being elIminated at the Chef Menteur Complex and 2 remalning at Bayou Blenvenue and Bayou Dupre
Control Structures.

f. Three Control Valve Structures have been added for the 3 outfall canals In New Orjeans East Unlt.
g- Three Control Structures, 13.3 mlies of channels, and 2 locks have been deleted based on the eliminatlon of the Barrler Plan.

OTHER DATA CHANGES: Data relative to the Barrler Unlt of the prqgJect has been removed from the justification sheet since this unlt Is not required
under the High Level Plan of protection-

13 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY
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1 January 1985
New Orleans District

LOCAL COOPERATION: (Refer to YDTO-13)

Rights-of-way Schedule for |tems Which Could Be Initiated in the Remalnder of the Current Fiscal Year and In the Budget Fiscal Year.

Scheduled
Action taken Scheduled Date for Date R/W Award Date
{tem of Work by District Recelpt of R/W Was Obtalned Actual (A)
NEW ORLEANS EAST UNIT .

New Orleans Lakefront Levee Requested 27 Dec 84 Jan 85 Mar 85
London Avenue to West End
New Orleans Lakefront Levee Requested 27 Dec 84 Feb 85 Mar 85
Floodwall at American Standard Plant .
New Orleans Lakefront Floodwall To be Requested Jan 85 Feb 85 May 85
at Marc/Topaz
NOE BK Levee-Sta.

770 to 1007 To be requested Apr 85 Dec 85 May 86
NOE LKFT Levee-Parlis

Road to S. Polnt FSP To be requested Jan 85 . Jun 85 Aug 85
Citrus LKFT-IINC
to Parls Road FSP Requested 3 Jul 84 —_— 19 Nov 84 1/ Feb 85

Chaimette Unit

Vic. Parls Rd. Bridge

Floodwa!l| Capping Requested 27 Dec 84 Jan 85 Mar 85
Station 65 to 278

1st Enlgt Requested 29 Nov 84 Jan 85 Mar 85
Station 355 to 682

Final Enigt To be requested Mar 85 Jun 85 Aug 85

1/ Assurances not signed by LMVD

14 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY



1 January 1985

New Orleans District
#ROBLEMS: Al |l questions were fully answered In last year's appropriation hearing.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

a- Florida Averue Complex. The addltion of a major pumplng statjon has been approved for the Florlda Avenue Complex In addition to vertical iif+
gates In the dralnage canal. The current cost estimate Includes the vertlical |Ift gates and the pumping statlon. S)nce the pumplng station Is an
Interlor dralnage Item, local Interests wil} fund and construct the statlon as part of their required prqject contributlon. tn addltion, local
Interests plan to construct the floodwall reaches In thls vicinlty on both sides of the inner Harbor Navlgaﬂc‘fn Canal as a work=!n-kInd contr!butlon.

be St. Charles Parish Lakefront Levee. 1In view of the need for further environmental studlies, as wel| as the Incluslon of bayous LaBranche and
Trepagnier In the Loulslana Natural and Scenic Rlver System, the constructfon of this levee has been deferred. As a resuilt of litlgatlon on the
project, alternatives to the authorized lakefront levee In St. Charles Parlsh were examined. Based on completed environmental studles the mos+t

favorable ajternative §s a levee which would generally parallel and run north of Alriine Hlghway (US Highway 61). This allnement s recommended as
part of the High Level Plan of Protectlon.

ce Mandevi)le Seawal j. The Mandev!lle Unlt portijon of the prqject had previously been placed In an Indefinite category due to local Interestst
objections to the project. St. Tammany Parish Pollce Jury refused to furnlsh the flnanclal assurances.
Assurances, Lake Pontchariralin Barrier Plan.) By virtue of a meeting on 6 Juiy 1978 and a letter dated 8 August 1978, the mayor of Mandevli Je
Indicated Interest In the seawall repalrs. In October 1980 the town of Mandeville furnlshed a Jetter of Intent to provide the flInanaclal support for
+he seawal | restoration, providing that the restoration could be accompiished In such a way as to not preclude future recreational swimming at the
seawal |. A speclal electlon was held In St. Tammany Parfsh on 22 October 1983 to authorlize the levy of a special tax to repalr or replace the seawall
at Mandevi}le. This tax falled to pass; therefore, the completion date for the Mandev!lle Seawal !l Is now Indeflnlte.

(Refer to YDTO-12, Current Status of

d« Report of Slgnlficant Post-Authorlzation Changes.

-

(1) n canpliance with OCE letter dated 21 November 1973, subject, "Lake Pontchartraln, Loulslana and Vicinlty, Lake Pontchartraln Barrjer
Plan Report on size selection, Chef Menteur Navigation Structure and the Rlgolets and Seabrook Locks," and LMVD 1st Ind thereto, a signiflcant post-
authorization change report was prepared and submitted by NOD for revlew and approval on 7 January 1974. The report was returnad by OCE on 16
December 1974 for additional Informatlon. A Publlc Meetlng was held on 22 Februaryﬁn which comments were recelved on the slzes of the
navigation structures. Add!tional work on the report was delayed untll a review of the prevlious slzing declslons could be mades This revliew was

completed and a new report was submitted on 25 June 1976. This report which covers the Rigolets Lock only was approved by OCE on 21 September 1976,
subject to agreement with the local sponsor, which has been subsequentiy recelved.

(2) Public opposition to the environmental Impacts of the Barrler Plan resulted In a court-ordered revision to the EIS. Thils resulted In a
project reevaluation which recanmended a deslgn change from the previously authorlzed Barrler Plan of the Protection fo a high level plan without the

barrler structures. The final Reevaluation Report and a requlred post authorlzatlon change report was completed and forwarded to hlgher authority on
8 August 1984.
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1 Jarnuary 1985
' New Orleans Dlstrict
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: (Cont'd)

e- Save Our Wetiands Suit.

Save Our Wetlands, Inc., flled sult on 8 December 1975 In Unlted States District Court for +he Eastern Djsirict of
Loulslana against the New Orleans Dlstrlct Englneer, the Secretary of the Army, the Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency, and the

Presldent of the Orjeans Levee Board. The Clio Sportsman's League jolned the sult on 21 June 1976. The sult al leges the following:

(1) that the regional cumulat!ve Environmental Impact Statement should be accompllshed prlor to proceeding with the project;

(2) that the Corps has not complied with the condltlons of flnal approval by the Envirommental Protectlon Agency of Sectjon 404 requlrements
of the Federal Water Pollutlon Control Act;

(3) that the Corps has not completely el Iminated the St. Charjes Parish lakefront levee as required by the Environmental Protecton Agency.

The Government moved to dismiss the lawsult based on laches and the contentlon that the allegatlons of the plalnt!ffs were not Ilable to trlal In a
court of justice under the Natlonal Environmental Pollcy Act. A hearing was held on 5 November 1976 and the court denled the motion on 7 December
1976. 1in additlon, a hearing was heid on 15 December 1976 on the Orleans Levee Dlstrict's (a co-defendant) motlon to dismlss Issues regarding
assurances for the project. The court denied the motlon. On 30 December 1977, Judge Charles Schwartz, of the Federal Distrlict Court In New Orleans,

Issued an order enjolnlng any further construction of the Chef Menteur and Rlgolets Complexes, New Orleans East Area (East of Parls Road), and the
Chalmette Area of the project until a new environmental statement Is prepared.

The sult also seeks to have the New Orjeans East Lakefront Levee removed and to have three openings for t1dal !nterchange provided under the Southern

Rallroad embankment. However, on 8, 10, and 27 March 1978 Judge Charles Schwartz }ifted the Injunctlon on the New Orleans East Area (East of Parls
Road) and on 10 March 1978 he |ifted the Injunctlon on the Chaimette Area Plan.

f. St. T;mnany Parish Pollice Jury Sult. This agency has also flled a lawsul + on 30 March 1977 attacklng the project. Thelr sult was simliar fo
the Save Our Wetlands sult and was comblned with that sult.

g+ St. Charles Parlsh Sult. On 12 Aprii 1977 an unlincorporated assoclation of cltizens and property owners flled sult agalnst the project In an
effort to force construction of the St. Charjes Parlsh )Jakefront levee, which Is Indeflnltely deferred for environmental reasons, or, In the event the
jevee Js not bulit, to force the Government to purchase lands In St. Charles Parlsh which may otherwise be subject to tidal flooding. The U.S.
Attorney sought dismissal on the grounds that the plalntiffs lacked cause of actlion upon which rellef could be granted by the court. At a 17 May 1978
hearling, Judge Charles Schwartz declared that the sult was premature and deferred further conslderation until completion of the revised EIS.

h. Deferred Payment Plan.

The modiflcation authorized by the Water Resources Development Act of 1974, whereby local Interests may agree to pay
t+he unpald balance of the cash payment due, with Interest, In yearly Instal Iments, has provided Immedlate rellef to local Interests. Initlal cash
payments were recelved from local Interests In FY 1977 and they have expressed thelr appreclatlon of the plan.

1. General - Because of the widespread Interest whlch had been expressed with regard to the Barrler portlon of the project, the Sub-Commlttee of
Water Resources for the House Publlc Works and Transportatlon Committee held a heering In New Orleans on 5 February 1978. The purpose of the hearing

was to obtaln Informatlon on the hurrlcane protection plan for the project and to glve Interested partlies an opportunlty to make their views knowne.
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1 Jarnuary 1985
; New Orleans Distrlct
LoDVTIONAL INFORMATION: (Cont'd)

‘J» Chalmette Unlt Econamic Analysls. Since the Chalmette Unit Is a separate entity from an englneering, hydrologlcal, and econamlic stendpolnt,

+he court has requlred that a separate economic reanalyslis for this unlt be conducted separate and apart from the Lake Pontchartraln Hurricane
pProtect lon project econanlc reanalysls.

ke High Leve] Plan. A pubilc meeting was held Jn New Orleans on 21 November 198! to seek publlc comment on the tentatively selected High Level
Plan. The High Level Plan wil| provide for helghtening and strengthening the existing hurricane protection levee systems in Orieans Parlsh, the east
bank of Jefferson Parish, and In St. Bernard Parlsh; repalring and rehabliftating the Mandevllie Seawall In St. Tammany Parish; bullding a new
malniine hurrlcane levee on the east bank of St. Charles Parlish, just north of US Highway 61 (Alriine Highway); ralsing and strenthenlng the axisting
Jevee which extends along the Jef ferson-5t. Charles Parlish boundary between Lake Pontchartrain and Alriine Highway; and deferring constructlon of the
proposed Seabrook lock unltl Its feasibillty as a feature of the Misslissippl River-Gulf Outiet navigatlon project can be determined. Areas Inclosed
by the levee and floodwal | constructlon wil| be provided protection against tidal surge flooding resulting fron the Standard Project Hurrlcane
(SPH). The publlc response Is heavily In favor of the High Level Plan.

The draft Reevajuation Study (Inciuding a draft EVS) recommending the High Level Plan was submitted by New Orieans District for higher level review on
15 December 1982. The Reevaluatlon Report was released to the publlic and flled with the EPA on 16 December 1983.

A pubilc meeting to discuss the High Level Plan was held on 28 June 1984.
the High Level Plan was forwarded to higher authorlty on 8 August 1984.
1s expacted In January 1985.

The final report, EVS, and post author)zatlon change report recanmend | ng
Under the dlscretlonary authorlty of the Chjef of Englneers, final approval

ENVIRONMENTAL 1| NFORMATION;

a. Status of Environmental Impact Statement. - The flnal Environmental Impact Statement was flled with the Councli on Environmental Quallty on 17

}Kanuary 1975. By Court Order dated 30 Decenber 1977, a revised Environmental Impacf Statement was ordered. &.aﬂ.annu.a.l:ta:naﬂ-u.pha—sMes-m

8 ' of protection merlts furthe 8 - A
aft revlsed Environmental hnpacf S+a+emsn1' for the ngh Level Plan and the reevaluaﬂon repor+ whlch documents the proposal +to adop+ that plan

Instead of the Barrler Plan was released to the publlic and flled with the Environmental Protection Agency on 16 December 1983.
Environmental impact Statement was filed with the Environmental Protection Agency on 7 Decenber 1984.

The final revised

b. Changes in Environmental Impact Statement Schedullng.
1984) from that last submltted to Congress.
Reevaluation Report.

The schedule for submlsslon of the flnal EIS slipped 4 months (August 1984 to December
This slippage results from delay !n recelving approval from the ASA to proceed with the EIS and
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New Or leans District
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: (Cont'd)

e+ Save Our Wetjands Sul t. Save Our Wet)ands, tnc., flled sult on 8 December 1975 In Unlted States District Court for the Eastern District of
Loulsfena against the New Orleans District Engineer, the Secretary of the Army, the Adminlstrator of the Environmental Protectlion Agency, and the

President of the Orleans Levee Board. The Cllo Sportsman's League jolned the sult on 21 June 1976. The sult al leges the following:

(1) that the reglonal cumulative Environmental Impact Statement should be accomplished prlor to proceeding with +the project;
(2) that the Corps has not cowplied with the conditlons of flnal approval by the Environmental ®ratectjon Agency of Sectjon 404 requirements
of t+he Federal Water Pollutlon Control Act;

(3) fha‘f the Corps has not completely eliminated the St. Charles Parlsh lakefront levee as required by the Environmental Protectlon Agency.

The Government moved to dismlss the lawsult based on laches and the contentlon that the allegations of the plalntiffs were not llable to trial In a
court of justice under the Natlonal Envirommental Policy Act. A hearing was held on 5 November 1976 and the court denlsed the motion on 7 December
1976. In addition, a hearing was held on 15 December 1976 on the Orleans Levee District's (a co-defendant) motlion to dismiss Issues regarding
assurances for thé praject. The court denied the motlon. On 30 December 1977, Judge Charles Schwartz, of the Federal District Court In New Orleans,

issued an order enjoining any further construction of the Chef Menteur and Rigolets Complexes, New Orjeans East Area (East of Parfs Road), and the
Chalmette Area of the prqject until a new environmental statement Is prepared.

The sult also seeks to have the New Orleans East Lakefront Levee removed and to have three openings for tidal !Interchange provided under the Southern

Ralirosd embankment. However, on 8, 10, and 27 March 1978 Judge Charles Schwartz |!fted the Injunction on the New Orleans East Area (East of Parls
Road) and on 10 March 1978 he ilfted the Injunction on the Chaimette Area ®lan.

f. St. T'mnuny Parish Pollce Jury Sult. This agency has also flled a lawsul t+ on 30 March 1977 attackling the project. The!r sult was simllar o
the Save Our Wetlands sult and was combined with that suft.

ge St. Charles Parish Sult. On 12 April 1977 an unincorporated assoclation of cltizens and property owners flled sult against tne project In an
eftort to force construction of the St. Charles Parlsh lakefront levee, which is Indefinltely deferred for environmental reasons, or, In the event the
levee Is not bullt, to foros the Govermment to purchase lands in St. Charles Parlsh which may otherwise be subject to tidal flooding. The U.S.
Attorney sought dismissal on the grounds that the plaintlffs lacked cause of actlon upon which rellef could be granted by the court. At a 17 May 1978
heering, Judge Charles Schwartz declared that the sult was premature and deferred further conslderation untll comnpletion of the revised EIS.

he Deferred Payment Plan.

The modiflication authorized by the Water Resources Development Act of 1974, whereby local Interests may agree to pay
+he unpald balance of the cash psyment due, with Interest, In yeerly Instal Iments, has provided Immed}ate rellef to local Interests. Inltlal cash
payments were recelved from local Interests In FY 1977 and they have expressed their appreciation of the plan.

f. Genearal - Because of the widespread Interest which had been expressed with regard to the Barrfer portlon of the project, the Sub-Conmlffoé of
Water Resources for the House Publlc Works and Transportation Commlttee held a hearing In New Orleans on S5 February 1978. The purpose of the hearing

was fo obtaln Information on the hurricane protectlon plan for the project and to glve Interested parties an opportunity to make the!r views known.
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New Orieans District

LoDITIONAL INFORMATION: (Qont'd)

Je Chaimette Unit Economic Analysis, Since the (halmette Unit is a separate entity from an engineering, hyrdological, and econanic standpoint,
+he court has required that a separate econom ic reanalysis for this unit be conducted separate and apart from the lake Pyntchartrain Hirricane
Protection project econamic reanalysis.

k. High Levei Plan, A public meeting was held in New Orlieans on 21 November to seek public comment on the tentatively selected Hgh Level
Plan, The Migh Level Plan wil! provide for heightening and strengthening the existing hurricane protection levee systems In Orleans Parish, the east
bank of Jfferson Parish, and in St, Bernard Parish; repalring and rehabil itating the Mandeville Seawal| in St, Tammany Parish; bullding a new
mainline hurricane | evee on the east bank of St, (harles Parish, ju:sf north of US Highway 61 (Airiine Highway); raising and strengthing the existing
levee which extends along the Jefferson-St, Charles Parish boundary between lake Fontchartrain and Airiine Hghway; and deferring construction of the
proposed Seabrook lock untll its feasibility as a feature of the Mississippl River-Guif Qut!et navigation project can be determined, Areas inclosed
by the levee and floodwsl ! construction will be provided protection against tidal surge flooding resulting from the Standard Rroject Hirrlicane
(SAH)., The public response is heavily In favor of the High Level Plan,

The draft Reeval mtion Study (Inclwding a draft EIS) recommend ing the High level Plan was submitted by New Orleans District for higher level review
on 15 December 1982, The Reevaluation Report was released to the public and filed with the EPA on 16 December 1983,

A public meeting to discuss the Hgh level Plan was held on 28 June 1984, The final report, EIS, and post authorization change report recommend ing
¥* the High Level Plan was forwarded to higher authority on 8 August 1984 and approved on 7 February 1985,

ENV IRONMENTAL INFORMAT ION:

a, Status of Environmental |mpact Statemernt, =~ The final Enviromental Impact Statement was flled with the Gounci! on Enviromental Quality on
¥* 17 Janwary 1975, By Court Q-der dated 30 December 1977, a revised Ivironmental Impact Statement was ordered, A draft revised Environmental impact
Statement for the High Level Plan and the reevaluation report which documents the proposal to adopt that plan instead of the Barrier Pian was
released to the public and filed with the Environmental RProtection Agency on 16 December 1983, The final revised Evironmental Impact Statement was
f¢1led with the Envirommental Protection Agency on 7 December 1984,

b. Changes In Environmental |1mpact Statement Schedul ing. The schedule for submission of the final EIS si ipped 4 months (August 1984 to December
1984) from that last submitted to Congress., This silppage resuits from 'delay In receiving approval from the ASA to proceed with the E!S and
Reeval mtion Report,
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New Or leans Dlstrict
ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION: (Cont'd)

c. Environmental Opposition. -

(1) The known envirommental opposition to the barrier plan of protection for the Lake Pontchartraln, Loulslana, and Vicinlty Hurrlcane
Protection project |s summarized below:

(a) The Orleans Audubon Soclety opposes the disposal and ponding of dredged material In the marshes along the Chef and Rigolets Passes,
along the MR-GO and In New Orleans East, and the proposed borrow area on Apple Ple Ridge along US Hlghway 90.
plans wil| destroy valuable marshland that Loulslana cannot afford to icse.
the Barrier Plan be ellminated.

They belleve these disposal and borrow
They also recommend that levees be bullt around populated areas only and

(b) The Loul siana Wil di! fe Federatlon recommends that the St. Charles Parlsh segmont be ellminated from the prgject plan beéause I+ Wil
Investlgate further encroachment and deterioratlion of a rapldly dwindiing end fraglle marsh ecosystem. They feel that the placing of the barrier

structures as proposed on the Rigolets and Chef Menteur Pass may have severe, Irreversible consequences on the delicate balance which di fferentiates
between the fine iIne which constltutes a fresh and a2 saline marsh ecosystem.

(c) The Slerra Ciub, Delta Chapter, belleves that wetlands represent economic, environmental, and recreatlonal values which are far more
Important to the public Interest than the clalmed beneflts from developing such lands for Increased taxes. For thls reason they recommend that the

pralect should be used to protect existing settlement, and not to encourage Intensive development In one of the large flood plains between the
Misslssipp! River and the Gulf of Mexico. :

(d) The Bonnet Carre' Rod and Gun Club and the St. Charles Envirommental Councll oppose the lakefront levee In St. Charles Parlsh.
favor a hurrlcane protection lewee generally along Alrline Highway (US Hwy 61) !n St. Charles Parish.
environmental ly acoepteble and would stil| protect the presently developed areas In St. Charles Parlsh.

They
They belleve this allnement would be

(e) The Clio Sportsman's League of New Orleans' posltlon !s that they favor hurrlcane protection but oppose the "so called" pollcy of
unnecessary private land enhancement at the expense of the public and the environment. They op!ne that the barrlers with Its borrow, dlsposal and

ponding areas, and accompanylng future developments wil! play a leading role In the destructlon of Lake Pontchartraln and, eventually, the entire
Maurepas, Pontchartrain, Catherlne and Borgne estuary system.

(f) The St. Tammany Environmental Councli Is of the opinlon that the acknowledged and potential adverse environmental and econamic

Impact of the Lake Pontchartraln, Loulslana, and Vicinlty hurrlcane protectlon plan far outwelghs the beneflts our population may receive In the form
of hurricane protectlon.

(g) The St. Tammany Sportsman's League Is opposed to the "Floodgates" at the Rigolets because they say It wiii destroy the Interplay

between the lake and the marshes which supplles 50 percent of all nutrlfents that feed the flora and fauna In Lake Pontchartraln. "The joss of these
nutrlents will result In the death of the lake," they oplne.
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ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION: (Cont'd)

(h) The Environmental Defense Fund has expressed concern regarding the whole project, more specl flcal ly the New Orleans East Area. They
conslder the wetlands In the New Orleans East Area are stil] vlable and could be restored to a high level of product!vity given appropriate redesign

of the levees; provislon for tidal flows and water clrculation; and stringent reguiation of dredge, fll}, and dralnage activities In eccordance with
the Corps' regulstions and wetiand pollcy.

(2) Envirommental opposition to the High Level Plan centers on two major Issues. Fourteen groups have expressed conoern over the proposal to
locate borrow plts In Lake Pontchartraln near the lJefferson Parlsh Lakefront. Posslble adverse water quallty Impacts are the primary concern. Eleven
of these groups have expressed opposition fo the Inclosure of wetiands by the hurricane protection levee In New Orleans East. Four groups also oppose

+he levee allnement In St. Charles Parlsh because the Jevee would Inclose a wetland and may subject i+ to development In the future. To date, there
are no court Injunctlons flied against this pian.

d. Other Environmantal OpInlons.

(1) The US Fish and Wildil fe Service and the Natlonal Marine Fisherles Service have fully cooperated In developlng a2 plan for hurricane
protection for the metropolltan area of New Orleans that wil] alleviate, to the ful Jest extent feasible, any project Impacts on the fish and wlldilfe

resources In the area. Both have opposed the St. Charles Parlsh jakefront levee and have made speclflc recommendations In the other segments of the
project to help minimlze the destructive features of the project.

(2) The Envirommental Protect ion Agency has also fully cooperated In helping us to develop an environmental Iy feaslbie plan. In thelr review

of the statement of flndIngs for the plans for placement of dredged materlal for this project they stated that ti1dal Interchange should be allowed
tnto the New Orleans East area unt!l developed areas are threatened.

e. Environmental Studles.

(1) Phase | of the blologlcal transport studles contract entered Into with the Loulsiana State University along with a prellmlinary Phase i1

scope study based on Phase ! data have been completed. The remalning portlons of the contract have been terminated at the request of LMVD due to the
preference for the high level plan.

(2) The EPA In thelr revlew of the 404 proceedings have requested us to study whether the dralnage structures In the South Polnt to GiwW
levee can be changed with regards to thelr operatlon. They would llke to see the structures remaln open during normal tidal conditlons to nourish the
marsh !n New Orleans East with the |ake water. The Loulslana Wlidllfe Federatlon and the US Flsh and Wildllfe Service are supportive of this
recommendation. We coordinated thls request with the Orleans Levee District, the Sewerage and Water Board, the Mosquito Control Board, and the Clty
Planning Commlission and found extensive opposition. As & result of thls opposition and since Flish & Wiidilfe Management !s not an authortzed federal
program purpose, re-establishment of tldal exchange Is not recommended In the Reevaluatlon Report/ElS released to the pubilc 'n December 1983.

(3) The New Orleans Clty Planning Commlssion has requested us to study the possibillty of purchasing wetlands outslde the protected area to
mltIgate the loss of wetlands Included In the project. Thls feature Is belng Included In our mitigation report.
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ENV IRONMENTAL INFORMATION: (Cont'd) .

(4) in addition to the contracts in para e(2) above, the Louislana State University (LSU) and the Unlversity of New Orleans (UND) were
contracted to study tidal transport In the Chef Menteur and Rigolets Passes and at the site of Seabrook Lock. LSU was responsible for physical and
blologlcal transport studles and UNO for chemical transport studles. The contracts were broken down Into two phases: Phase |, which Is complete,

consisted of study design, and phase || was to consist of a one year sampling program and data analysis. Prlor to Initiation of phase 1] work, the
LSU and UNO contracts were terminated.

tf. Status and Impact of Compllance with Section 404, Clean Water Act of 1977. The provisions of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act have been met
by a Statement of Findings signed by the District Engineer on 20 August 1975 for the majority of the project. The provisions of Sectlion 404 of the
Clean Water Act for work after 1 October 1981 have been met for the Chalmette Unit by a Supplemental Section 404(b)(1) Evaluation Report, signed by
the District Engineer on 15 November 1982; for the New Orieans East Unit by a Supplemental Sectlon 404(b)(1) Evaluation Report signed by the District
Englneer on 18 November 1983; and for the New Orleans West/Mandeviile Unlt by a Supplemental Sectlon 404(b)(1) Evaluation Report on 18 November

1983. A Publlc Notice for the High Level Plan was Issued on 28 March 1984, and certification from the State of Loulsiana was recelved on 29 June
1984.

20 LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY




1 January 1985
New Orileans Distrlct

DATA FOR TESTIFYING OFFICERS ON FY 1986 ClVIL WORKS BUDGET

LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY

AUTHORIZATION:

Authorlzation Documents.

Estimated Cost+ and

Authorzations Year of Price Level
FC Act of 1965 dated A program for protectlon from hurricane flood levels at New Orleans, $56,235,000 (1961) 1/
27 October 1965 (PL 89-298) LA, and surrounding areas by means of levees, floodwalls, control -
(HD 231/89/1) structures, navigatlon siructures, locks, dams and dralnage
structures. '
Water Resouroces Devel cpment Act A modl ficatlon of the FC Act of 1965 (PL 89- 298) fo provide that
of 1974 dated 7 March 1974 non-Federal public bodles may agree to pay the unpaid balance of
(PL 93-251) Sectlon 92 the cash payment due with Interest, In yearly Instal Iments.

1/ This Is net cost to the Federal Government. The gross cost Is $60,185,000. The difference Is $3,950,000, which Is capitalized value at 3 1/8

percsnt Interest over 100 years _for 08M on Rlgolets Lock which Is fo be contrlouted by local Interests and used by t+he Federal Government for
project construction.

Monetary Authorization. Full monetary authorlzation was provided In the Flood Control Act of 27 October 1965.

NEED FOR THE PROJECT:

The project 1s located In southeastern Loulslana !In the vicInlty of Lake Pontchariraln and Includes the clty of New Orleans and
surrounding areass.

The project area Is susceptible to flooding from wind-driven hurricane tides from Lake Pontchartraln, Leke Borgne, and the Gulf of
Moxlco. Historical hurrlcanes have produced recorded stages up to 13 feet on the southwest shore of the lake, 6.2 feet at the south shore, 7.1 feet

at the southeas+ shore, and 7.7 feet at the north shore. The protective works have been overtopped and developed aress flooded by surges from
hurrlcanes several times In recent years.

in 1915, +he 7.7 foot stage on the north shore and the 13 foot stage on the southwest shore caused conslderable flooding.

The 1947 hurrlcane caused extens!ve floodlng In Jefferson Parlsh when a jakeshore embankment proved Inadequate to prevent overtopplng, even though
the stage was only about 5 feet. Consldersble overtopping of the New Orleans seawal] occurred during this storm and sbout 9 square mlles of
res|dential area were flooded.
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NEED FOR THE PROJECT: (Cont'd)

tn 1956 the New Orieans seawal | was agaln overtopped, resulting In the flooding of sbout 2.5 square mlles of resldentlal and commerclal area In
the lakefront area.

Hurricane Betsy In September 1965 caused extenslve flooding of urban areas of the New Orleans area fo depths of up fo 10 feet.

Hurrlcane Camllle In August 1969 caused flooding of low lylng areas adjacent to the IHNC.

Aithough Hurricane Carmen In September 1974 caused iittie fiooding in the project area, It was rated by the Natlonal Weather Service as more
dangerous than Hurrlcane Betsy. Had Carmen contlinued its northerly course or shifted slightly to the east, I+ would have passed thru the vicinlty of
New Orleans and would have csused extenslve flooding within the prqject erea.

Wave actlon duting moderate to high lake stages has undermined the existing seawal| at Mandevllle, causing I+ to becoms lneffecfl\;e as a hurricane
protect ive siructure.

On ssveral occslons, the area between Lake Pontchariraln and Lake Borgne has been flooded by stages up fo 11 feet.

Much of the developed area In New Orleans and In Jefferson Parish Is below normal Jake level; soms land being as low as 7 feet below natlona)
gecdetic vertical datum, with a conslidersb le portlon lower than 2 feet below national geodetic vertical datum. Stages attending a standard project
hurrlcane would cause overtopping of al) existing protective works by several feet and ponding as deep as 16 feet In the developed areas and the
pumpl ng system on which removal of all flood waters is deperdent would be Incperable for an extended perfod of tIme. This prolonged !nundatlon would
cause enormous dsmage to private and public property, would create serjous hazards to iife and health, would disrupt business and community |]fe, and
would require an Immense expend!ture of public and private funds for evacuation and subsequent reheabllitation of local residents.

Prlor to construction of the Misslssippl River-Gulf Outlet navigation project, tldal flow between Lake Pontchartrain and Lake Borgne was
{nterchanged through the Rigolets, Chef Menteur Pass, and the Gulf Intracoastal Waterway-inner Harbor Navigation Canal channel. Sallnltles of the
Incoming t1des from Lake Borgne were reduced primar!ly by fresh water flows from the Peari Rlver basin, and from the northern tributary Inflow to Lake
Pontchartr ain. However, the Mississipp! River-Gulf Outlet project now permits tidal flows from Breton Sound and the Gulf of Mexico to enter Lake
Pontcharirain directly through the !nner Harbor Navigation Canal via Its enlarged channel. As a result, sallnities In the Jake have Increased
significantly. Also, Increased current veloc!tles In the Inner Harbor Navigation Canal caused by the Gulf Outlet navigation project have resulted iIn
an Increase In navigation difficultles and the creatlion of major scour problems along existing brldges and harbor developments.

The restricted
sect lon through the Sesbrook Bridge has enlarged greatly sinoe construction of the Gulf Outlet praoject.
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New Orleans District
PLAN OF IMPROVEMENT:

The current reccommended plan for protection from hurricane flood levels conslsts of the followlng:

a. A new Jevee Is to be constructed parellel to and Immedlately north of US Highway 61, between the levee along the Jefferson-~St. Charles Parlsh
boundary and the east Bonnet Carre' SpllIway gulde levee.

b A new levee Is to be constructed along the Jefferson Parlsh }akefront.

¢+ The New Orleans lakefront levee landward of the seawall |Is to be enjarged.

d. Enlargement of existing levees, construction of new levees, and a concrete-capped sheetplle wall are to be constructed along the east and west
jevees of the !nner Harbor Navlgation Canal In New Orjeans.

o« A new levee and floodwal | are fo be constructed along the lakefront extending from the floodwal | at the New Orleans Alrpor+ to South Polnt.

f. The levee from South Point to the GIWW Is to be enlarged.

g+ The levee along and north of the Miss!ssIppl River-Gulf OQutlet and Gulf Intracoastal Waterway from the Inner Harbor Navigatlon Canal to the
beginning of the barrler Is to be enlarged and floodwalis constructed where necessary.

he A new levee s to be consfructed to protect the area general ly referred to as the Chalmette area and wii ) extend from the !nner Harbor
Navigation Canal levee along and on the south bank of the MIssisslppl River-Gulf Outlet to a polnt approximately 2-1/2 mlles northeast of Verret and
t+hen In a general ly westeriy directlon to the MIssisslppl Rlver Levee near Caernarvon.

f. The exlsting Mandevlile seawall on the north shore will be strengthened at Its present helght.

J+ A new pumplng statlon and vertical 11ft gates for the Florida Avenue Complex are to be constructed.

Thls wili conplete the protection
provided In the Inner Harbor Navligation Canal System. (See above.)
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New Orleans District
CHANGE IN SCOPE:

Yoor Change In Scope since Authorliztion Estimated Cost

1967 The authorlzed allnement of protectlve works In the vicinlty of Chef Menteur Pass was modlfled and the

New Orleans East Levee was extended to Chef Menteur Pass under the dlscretlonary authority of the Chlef of

Engineers to provide protection for an additlonal 1,533 acres. The letter report recommending thls

mod! ficatlon was subm!tted to OCE 28 March 1967. $4,775,600
1967 The project was also modifled under the dlscretionary author!ty of the Chief of Englneers to delete from

+he Lake Pontchariraln project as a mitigating measure the costs of protecting a portion of the foreshore

along the Mlssissippl River-Gulf Outlet project. Constructlon of the Misslssipp] River~Gulif Outlet project

exposed levees of substantial size and the foreshore between them and the prqject channel along both banks

of the project navigation canal In the Clty of New Orleans to direct attack with resultant damages from

waves generated by seagoing vessels utllizing the waterway. The navigation project should have Included

adequate provisions for protecting these levees and thelr foreshore from damage. The new levees In thls

praject located adjacent o the ship channel wil| also require protectlon. The costs deleted from this

project have been added to the MIsslssippl Rlver-Gulf Outlet project. (There are about 6 mlles along the

north bank and 18 mlJes along the south bank of the navigation prqject that requlire protection.) GDM No. 2,

Supplement No. 4, MIssissippl River-Gulf Outlet, La., Foreshore Protection was submlitted to OCE 29 May 1968. ~3,495,000

1967 in accordance with the desires of local Interests the project was agaln modifled under the di scretlonary
authorlty of the Chlef of Englneers to provide protection to a larger area In the vicinlty of New Orleans known
as the Chaimette area. This change Incorporated the need to Increase levee helghts to accomodate the new
hurr Icane parameters. This modiflcatlon wil| provide protection for an additlonal 18,800 acres. The Jjetter
report recanmending thls modification was submitted to OCE on 12 December 1966. $12,938,700

The Director of Clvll Works by letter of 27 November 1967 Informed the Chalrmen of the Committees on

Appropr} ations of the House and Senate that the above changes In scope had been approved by the Chlef
of Englneers.
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The Offlce, Chlef of Englneers, by letter report dated 17 December 1968, Informed the Bureau of the Budget of an Increase In cost from
$136,200,000 to $166,000,000 In accordance with ER 1165-2-305 dated 25 Sep 68, "Signlflcant Post-Authorization Changes In Corps of
Englneers Projects". This change was approved by the Offlce of Management and Budget on 25 March 1969.

1984 The Reevajuatlon Study, dated July 1984, recommends the use of the High Level Plan rather than the Barrler Plan. The pilan would
provide for Improving the exlsting hurrlicane protection |evee systems In Orleans Parlsh and the east bank of Jefferson Parlsh,
Improving exlsting levees and constructing new ones In St. Bernard Parlsh, repalring and rehabilitating the Mandevl)le Seawal} In
St. Tammany Parish, bullding a new malnline hurricane levee on the east bank of St. Charles Parlsh Immedlately north of US Highway 61
(Alrilne Hwy), ralsing and strengthening the existing levee which extends along the Jef ferson-St. Charles Par]sh boundary between Lake

Pontchartraln and Alrline Hlghway, and deferring construction of the proposed Seabrook Lock unt!} I+s feasiblilty as a feature of the
MRGO navlgatlon project can be determined.

MAJOR CHANGES IN DESIGN; 1 =7
o a7

net grades of all the protective levees and structures, except for the levees and structures adjacent to the Chef Menteur Pass and the
%ts, were revised upward by 1 to 2 feet In accordance with the results of tidal hydraullc studles utlilzling more severe hurricane paramesters
developed by the U.S. Weather Bureau subsequent fo prqject authorizatlion.

b. A pumping plant was added to the Florlda Avenue Complex to provlde unInterrupted dralnage rellef durlng hurricane condltlons.

c. The reevaluation of the project resulted In the recommendatjon for a design change from the authorlzed Barrler Pjan of protection to a High
Level Plan without barrler structures. Under the Hlgh Level Plan the design helght of the levees and floodwalls proposed for the Barrler Plan would
be Increased to contaln the higher lake levels that would occur wlthout the barrler siructures.

BENEF1T-COST RAT!O:

a. Perlod of Econanlc Analysls. - The econamic llfe of the project Is 100 years based on our estimate that protectlon from hurricane tidal
overflow to this area wil} be needed long beyond the Ilfe of the preject.

b. Derivation of B/C Ratlo. - The prqject functlons Independently. Prepraject levees provide the area a degree of protection from headwater and
+1dal overflow and no beneflts are claimed for thls protectlon. Beneflts credlted to the total project consist of reductlon of flood damage from
hurricane +1dal overflow Including that damage caused by overtopplng existing levees.

c. Composlte B/C Ratlo. - Although the Chaimette Area Plan wil| function as a separable unlit, the B/C ratlo Is presented for the total project
plan. The beneflt-cost ratio was derlved by measurfng the total beneflts credited to these hurrlcane barrier plan caomponents against their total
costs.
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New Or| D
STATUS AND SCHEDULE, PLANNING: eans District

a. Deslign Memorandums.

8 Est % Actual (A)
Comp Jete Comp jete or Scheduled (S)
Ytem 1 Jan 85 30 Sep 85 Submlssion Date to LMWD
Reevaluatlion Report (draft) 100 100 15 Dec 82 (A)
Revaluation Report (final) 100 100 8 Aug 84 (A)
Mandevi| le Seawal | 70 70 Indeflinlte 1/
GOM No. 13, New Orleans 100 100 30 Nov 84 (A)
Lakefront West of (HNC
GDM No. 14, 100 100 31 Jul 84 (A)
Cltrus Lakefront
GOM No. 15, 75 100 Fab 85 (S)
Now Orleans East Lakefront Lewee
GDM No. 20,
orleans Parish Outfal | -Canals 35 ) 75 Apr 86 (S)

Y Completlion of report has been delayed unti| local Interests can reach a decislon as to plan of Improvement to be used for seawall restoratfon.
The voters of the ‘own of Mandeville, LA, voted agalnst the proposal on 22 October 1983.
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New Orleans Distr]
STATUS AND SCHEDULE, PLANNING: (Cont'd) s District

be Plans and Speciflcations.

4 £ Actual (A) Schedu jed
Complete Comp lete or Scheduled (S) Award (A)
1+em 1 Jan 85 30 Sep 85 Subm|ssion Date to LMVD Date
NEW ORLEANS EAST UNIT
Cltrus Lakefront Levee VHNC-Parls Road FSP 100 100 30 Jul 84 (A) Feb 85
New Orleans Lakefront Levee ~ London
Ave fo West End 100 100 Jan 85 Mar 85
New Orleans Lakefront Levee - Floodwal | 100 100 N/a L Mar 85
at American Standard Plant
New Orleans Lakefront Levee - Floodwal is 40 100 N/A A May 85
at Marc/Topaz
New Orleans East Lakefront Levee - 95 100 Feb 85 Aug 85
Par!s Road to Sout Polnt FSP
New Orleans East Back Levee 10 100 Oct 85 May 86
Station 770 to 1007
CHALMETTE UNIT
Statlon 355 to 68 (FInal Enlargement) 95 100 Feb 85 Aug 85

1/ work I+ems estimated at less +han $1,000,000
PHYSICAL DATA:

a- Land Requl rements.

(1) Scope, Status and Schedule of Acqulslition: Acqulsition of lands, easements, R/W and disposal areas Is the responsibliity of local
Interests.

be Recreatlon Faclllitles. Not appllicable.

c. Dlsposal Areas. Easements for dlsposal areas are the responsibliity of local Interests.

d. Operator's Quarters. None.
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JUSTIFICATION:

a- Flood Damages. The duration of flooding within the project areas extends up to 2 weeks.

1 January 1985
New Orleans Dlstrict

Wind driven hurricane waters overtopping the levees

become enirapped behind the levees. If the levee Is serlously eroded, the water will| slowly recede with the reductlion In tides, but must aiso be
pumped; If the levee remalns intact, portions of 1t are degraded to facli)tate removal of flood waters along with supplementary pumping. Depth of
flooding caused by Hurrlcane Betsy of September 1965 varled to a maximum of approximately 10 feet In urban areas; thls storm is also consldered the

flood of record.

The project Is deslgned to protect against a huricane with a frequency of sout once In 250 years. The 1965 hurricane spproached the design
hurricane In magnitude In part of the area. The hlgh order protectlon was selected because of the urban character of much of the reglon and the

hazard to llfe.

Descrlption of Flood Area

Nunber of Acres:
Res}dent}al .
Commercl al, Indusirial
Open Land (ldle)
Woods, Swemp, Marsh
Other Developed Land
value of Lands and Improvements
Lands
improvements
Population (1980)
Res iding
Working (Additlon to Res!ding)

1/ Based on theoretical design flood which has

2/ Escalated to October 1984 price levels.

Design Flood 1/

(501,780}
33,530
14,510
28,760

414,010
10,970

(321,481,000,0000 2/

71,327,000,000
14,154,000,000

815,000
80,000

yet o be experlenced.

Protected by Authorlzed
Works Agalnst Design Flood

(501, 780)
33,530

14,510

28,760

414,010

10,970

($21, 481,000, 000)
7,327,000,000
14,154,000, 000
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LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY . 1 January 1985

New Orleans District
JUSTIFICATION:

b. Flood History. Legend: Actual Acres Flooded=(c)-(e); Actual $ Damages= (f)-(h); N.O.= Not Operable.

Area (Acres) : Damages (Dol lars)
Protected Protected : Prevent}ve at Preventa le Under
F looded With Project at Time : Time of Floodlng Prevented Present Condltlon
Flood Natural Without In Full of : Wlt+hout With Project In at time with Project In
Date Stage Project Operatlon Flood : Project Full Operation of Flood Full Operatlon
$ $ $ $
(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h) a1y 2/

(A) Past 5 Fliscal Years: None.

(B) Major Floods Prlor to 5 Flscal Years:

Aug 1969
(cgmn le) 1/ 23,000 23,000 22,000 92,500,000 91,500,000 90,000,000 322,800,000
Sep 1965
(Betsy) 1/ 23,000 23,000 N.O. 85,000,000 85,000,000 N.O. 422,132,000
Sep 1956 .
(Flossy) 1/ 8,000 8,000 N.O. 750,000 750,000 N.O. 3,108,000
Sep 1947 -1__/ 33,000 33,000 N.O. 5,300,000 5,300,000 N.O. 51,033,000
1/ HIGHEST RECORDED STAGE (N.G.V.D.)
Aug 1969 Sep 1965 Sep 1956 Sep 1947
Lake Pontchartralin at West End 5.2 ft. 7.6 ft. 5.5 ft. 5.46 ft.
Rigolets Pass near Lake Pontchariraln 9.0 ft. 7.0 f+. 6.49 f+. 7.18 ft.

2/ October 1984 price levels.

ce Power. Not &plicable.
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iy New Orieans Dlstrict
LOCAL COOPERATION: _/(October 1984 price levels)

a. Requlrements. Prlor to construction, local Interests furnished assurances satisfactory to the Secretary of the Army that they wlll, without
cost to the Unlted States:

(1) Provide ail lands, easements and rights-of-way, Including borrow and spoll disposal areas, necessary for construction of the project;

(2) Accomplish all necessary alteratfons and relocations to roads, raliroads, pipelines, cables, wharves, drainage structures, and other
taclilties made necessary by the construction works;

(3) Hold and save the United States free from damages due to the construction works;

(4) Bear 30 percent of the first cost, a sum presently estImated at $201,000,000, to consist of $86,140,000 for items listed In
subpararagraphs (1) and (2) above, and a cash contrlbutlion presently estimated at $114,860,000 to be pald efther in a tump sum prior to Initiation of
construction or In Installments at least annually In proportion to the federal appropriation prior to start of pertinent work Items in accordance with
construction schedules, as required by the Chlef of Englneers, or, as a substitute for any part of the cash contribution, accomplish, in accordance

with approved construction-schedule, Items of work of equivalent value as determined by the Chlef of Englineers, the final apportionment of costs to be
made after actual costs and values have been determined.

(5) Provide all Interlor drainage and pumping plants required for reclamation and development of the protected areas;

(6) Malntaln and operate all features of the works In accordance wlth regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Army, Including levees,
floodgates and approach channels, dralnage structures, drainage ditches or canals, floodwalls, seawalls, and stoplog structures, but excluding the
Rigolets navigation lock and channel and modified dual-purpose Seabrook Lock; and

(7) Acquire adequate easements or other Interest in land to prevent encroachment on existing ponding areas uniess substitute storage capacity
or equivalent pumping capacity Is provided promptiy. Local Interests are also required to comply with the requirements of the Uniform Relocation
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Poticles Act of 1970 (PL 91-646), In acquiring real property.

_1_/ The total non-Federal contribution Inciuding future reimbursement Is determined as follows:
$ Land and Relocations - $86,140,000 + Cash/Equivalent Work Contribution - $114,860,000 + Future Relmbursement - $45,000,000 = $246,000,000.
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LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY 1 January 1985

New Orleans Dlstrict
LOCAL COOPERATION: (Cont'd)

b. Modiflcatlon to Authorizing Law. Recognizing the increasing burden of providing required matching local funds, the former Representative
F. Edward Hebert sponsored Congressional legislation to defer required local payments over an extended perlod of time. This legislation was enacted
In February 1974, as Sectlon _92 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1974. This act modifles the authorizing taw by providing that non-Federal
public bodles may agree to pay the unpald balance of their required cash payment due, with Interest, In annual Instaliments in accordance with a
formula specifled by the Acte.

c. Requlirements of PL 91-611 and PL 91-646. (1) PL 91-611 - not applicable. Construction started prior to 1 January 1972. (2) PL 91-646 - a
Constitutional Amendment was provided by the Loulslana Legislature on 1 February 1972 allowing local Interests to comply. The estimated cost to local
fnterests Is $45,000.

d. Current Status of Assurances. Assurances are required for the two independently justifled plans authorlzed by Congress; the Chalmette Area
Pian and the Lake Pontchartraln High Level Plan. Revised assurances from the Pontchartraln Levee District and the Jefferson Levee District are
currently under review within COE channels.

(1) Chalmette Area Plan: The basic assurances for thlis plan have been accepted.

(a) Joint assurances of the St. Bernard Parish Pollce Jury and the Lake Borgne Basin Levee District were accepted on 28 September 1966. The
Lake Borgne Basin Levee District and St. Bernard Parish Police Jury executed a new joInt agreement of assurance covering all requirements of local
cooperation and a deferred payment plan as authorized by PL 93-251 on 20 Aprll 1976. These assurances were approved on behalf of the Unlited States on
7 December 1977.

(b) Assurances from the Board of Commisslioners of the Orleans Levee District were accepted on 10 October 1966. The assurances were amended
on 16 September 1971 to reflect an increase In cost particlpation. These amended assurances, which supersede the 10 October 1966 assurances, were
approved on behalf of the United States on 29 March 1974. The origlnal assurances from the Orleans Levee District dated 10 October 1966 are
conslidered In full effect.e This 1966 assurance (for Chalmette Plan only) was supplemented to Inciude PL 91-646 on 29 May 1975 and approved on behalf
of the United States on 8 July 1975. The Orleans Levee District executed a new agreement of assurances covering all requirements of local cooperation

and a deferred payment plan as authorized by PL 93-251 on 30 March 1976. These assurances were approved on behalf of the United States on 7 December
1977.
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ol New Orleans Dlstrict
.~ LOCAL COOPERATION: (Cont'd)

d. Current Status of Assurances. (Cont'd)

(c) Supplemental assurances providing for Public Law 91-646: The Loulslana Office of Public Works, coordinating agency under 5 March 1971
deslgnatlon by the Governor, was requested to have the St. Bernard Parish Pollce Jury and the Lake Borgne Levee Distrlct execute such supplemental

assurances and a joInt supplemental assurance dated 26 February 1975 was recelved from the agencles and spproved on behalf of the Unlted States on 17
March 1975.

(2) Lake Pontchartrain Barrler Plan. Basic assurances for the plan were obtalned fram the Board of Commissloners of the Orjeans Levee
Distrlct and accepted on 10 October 1966.

(a) The Orleans Levee District requested assistance In carrying out the assurances due to the rising non-Federal cost of participatlon and
the widespread beneflts to be derived by the surrounding parlshes. The Governor of the State of Loulslana, by Executive Order (5 March 1971),
designated the Lou!slana Offlce of Publlc Works as the local coordinating agency. Through thls procedure, the Pontchartrain Levee District, the St.
Tammany Parlsh Pollce Jury, and the Orleans Levee District are the assurers for the Barrler Plan. See B below.

(b) Amended assurances to provide for an Increase In cost participation were executed by the Orieans Levee District on 16 September 1971 and
approved on behalf of the United States on 29 March 1974. The amended assurances supersede the 10 October 1966 assurances. Subsequent to the
approval of the 1971 assurance, |+ became evident that problems ex!sted In obtaining acoeptable assurances from two agencles for thls plan. For thils
reason, the orlginal assurances from the Orjeans Levee District dated 10 October 1966 are considered In full effect. The Orleans Levee Distrlct
exacuted a new agreement of assurance covering al | requirements of local cocperation and a deferred payment plan as authorlzed by PL 93-251 on 30
March 1976. These assurances were approved on behalf of the Unlted States on 7 December 1977.

(¢) Assurances providing for participation pursuant to the actlon of the Governor have been obtalned from the Pontchartraln Levee D{strict.
Assurances on behalf of the St. Tammany Parlish Pollce Jury were executed by the Governor on 8 May 1972 under Sectlon 81, Title 38, Loulslana Revlsed
Statutes of 1950 as amended. Nelther of the last mentloned assurances has been accepted for lack of supporting documents. However, the Pontchartrain
Levee District executed a new agreement of assurance covering all requirements of local cooperatlon and a deferred payment plan as authorized by PL
93-251 on 20 September 1976. On 19 October 1976, Governor Edwards executed an Instrument designating, among other things, the Loulsiana Offlce of
Pubilc Works to lend flnanclal assistance In connectlon with thls project. The Loulslana Offlce of Pub!lc Works executed an act of assurance dated 8
November 1976 agreeing: to fulfii| all local cocperation requirements for that portion of the prqject In St. Tammany Parish; and to lend flnanclal
assistance after the Pontchartraln Levee Distrlct has contrlbuted $100,000 In cash toward that portlon of the Barrler Plan which !Is the responsibl|jty
of that levee disirict. These assurances were zpproved on behalf of the Unlted States on 7 December 1977.
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#” _aRTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY
-

# AL ¢ TION: (Cont'd)

d. Current Status of Assurances. {(Cont'd)

(d) Supplemental assurances covering Public Law 91-646:

1. Suppl emental assurances were executed by the Orleans Levee District on 21 September 1973,
2, Supplemental assurances were executed by Pontchartraln leves District on 15 October 1973,
3, St. Termany Parish Police Jury—-the assurances executed by the Governor on 8 May 1972 included Public law 91-646 requirements,

The assurances |lsted as Items 2 and 3 above have not been accepted on behal f of the Government due to lack of supporting data; however, substitute
assurances incorporating the deferred payment plan authorized by PL 93-251 and PL 91-646 have been executed by these levee districts, These
assurances were approved on behal f of the lnited States on 7 December 1977,

The Water Resources Development Act of 1974, PL 93-251, was enacted on 7 March 1974, This act provided among other things, that local assuring
agencles for this project (both plans) could, If they so choose, repay their cash obligation using a deferred payment plan, New Assurances have been
executed by local interests Incorporating a deferred payment plan and these assurances were approved by the Secretary of the Army on

7 December 1977, Local Interests have been making payments under this plan, First payments were received in FY 1977,

(3) High Leve! Plan: The New Orleans District forwarded proposed amended agreements of Local Cooperation which included the revised cost
estimates contained In the Lake Pontchartrain Reevalwation Report to higer authority for review and approval on 13 Juiy 1984, These proposed
assurances were returned to the New Orleens District for modifications and .were resubmitted to IMVD on 14 Jan 85 for review and approval,

The Reeval ation Report contalned that local Interests are to bear 30% of the first cost, a sum presently estimated at $201, 000,000 +o consist of
$86, 140,000 for the fair market value of all lands, easements, and rights-of-ways, Including borrow and spol! disposal aress, necessary for
construction of the project; and al! necessary al terations and relocations to roads, pipel ines, cables, wharves, drainage structures, and other

facilities made necessary by the construction works, and a cash contribution presently estimated at $114,860,000, (See para a,(4) above.)

e. Action Being Taken by Local interests Toward Compliance. Local interests have cooperated In all efforts to date and have given assurance
that all requests for additional cooperation will be expedited; however, local Interests have delayed granting of rights-of-way as scheduled on
certain Items, They are constructing items of flood protection works at vulnerable locations as work-in=kind In lleu of cash contribution, Local
Interests will be given credit only for the portion meeting project requirements.

f. Status of Clearances for Relocations or Other Negotiations Affecting Construction.
of local interests, All negotlations with local owners are on schedule,

Ail negotiations for relocations are the responsibility
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New Orleans District
“OPERATION:  (Cont" d)

g FRepayment Contracts, MNot appllicable,

he Other Current and Anticipated Difficulties, and Proposed Remedial Action, As of 1 January 1979, the State of louisiana formed the Jofferson lavee
District and assigned to I+ the responsibility for Jefferson Parish levees on the east bank of the Mississippl River, These ievees were previous!y the
responsibil ity of the Fontchartrain leves District, Revised assurances are under revliew for the St, Charles Parish portion of the project (Ponfchartraln
Levee District) and for the Jefferson Parish portion of the project (Jefferson Levee District),

SUPPORT AND OPPOSITION:

a, Interested Senators and Representatives, and Nature and Extent of Support or Opposition,

LOUIS I ANA
Senator J, Bennett Johnston - support Representative Robert L, Livingston, J, (ist Dist) - not known 1/
Senator Russel! B, long - support Representative Henson W, Moore (6th Dist) - not known
Representative Lindy Boggs (2d Dist) - support Representative Billy Tauzin (3d Dist) - not known

1/ tes expressed support for hurricane pﬁofocﬂon but not necessarily the barrier plan,

b. Support or Opposition by Local Interests, The louisiana Office of Public Works, the agency designated to act In such matters in behal f of the
Governor of the State of loulsliana, the Board of levee Commissioners of the Orleans Llevee District and the Board of Commissioners of the Fort of New
Orieans have concurred with the proposed plan of protection and are assisting In the implentation of the authorized plan, The U, S, Fish and Wildlife
Serv ice has been consul ted on al| aspects of the project and wiil continue in coord inating future features of the project,

In addition, the following louisiana State Senators and Representatives have expressed thelr support or opposition:
Senator Semuel B, Nunez, J,, District 1 - support (for thalmette Plan)
Senator Net G, Klefer, District 2 - support
Representative Hwerd G, Scogin, District 76 ~ opposition
Representative A, Charles Borrelio, District 100 - support
Representative Joseph Accardo, Jr,, District 57 - not known
Representative Theodore J, Marchand, District 102 - support
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New Orleans Distrlct
LOCAL COOPERATION: (Cont'd)

d. Current Status of Assurances. (Cont'd)

(d) Supplemental assurances covering Publlc Law 91-646;

}. Supplemental assurances were executed by the Orjeans Levee Distirct on 21 September 1373.
2. Supplemental assurances were executed by Pontchartrain Levee Dlstrict on 15 October 1973.
3. St. Tammany Parlsh Pollce Jury-the assurances executed by the Governor on 8 May 1972 included Pubilc Law 91-646 requl rements.

The assurances }isted as Items 2 and 3 above have not been accepted on behalf of the Government due to lack of supporting data; however, substitute
assurances Incorporating the deferred payment plan authorized by PL 93-251 and PL 91-646 have been executed by these levee dlstricts. These
assurances were approved on behalf of the Unlted States on 7 December 1977.

The Water Resources Development Act of 1974, PL 93-251, was enacted on 7 March 1974. Thls act provided among other things, that local assurlng
agencles for thls project (both plans) could, If they so choose, repay thelr cash obllgatlon uslng a deferred payment plan. New Assurances have been
exacuted by focal lnferesfs Incorporating a deferred payment plan and these assurances were approved by the Secretary of the Army on 7 December

1977. Local Interests have been making payments under this plan. First payments were recefved !In FY 1977.

(3) High Level Plan: The New Orleans Dlstrict forwarded proposed amended agreements of Local Cooperation which Inciuded the revised cost
estimates contalned In the Lake Pontchartraln Reevaluation Report to higher authorlty for review and approval on 13 July 1984. ,The Reevaluation
Report contalned that local Interest are to bear 30f of the first cost, a sum presently estimated at $201,000,000 to consist $86, 140,000 for the
falr market value of all lands, easements, and rights-of-ways, Including borrow and spol) dlsposal areas, necessary for consfruction of the project;
and al ! necessary alterations and relocations to roads, pipelines, cables, wharves, dralnage structures, and other facl|Mfies made necessary by the
construction works, and a cash contributlon presently estimated at $114,860,000. (See para a.(4) above.)

a. Actlon Belng Taken by Local Interests Toward Compllance. Local Interests have cocperated In a
all requests for additlonal cooperation wlll be expedited; however, local Interests have dela
ftems. They are consiructing !tems of flood protectlon works at vulnerable locations
wil}) be glven credit only for the portlon meetlng project requlrements.

rts to date and have glven assurance that
ranting of rights-of-way as scheduled on certaln
work~in-kind In }leu of cash contributjon. Local Interests

f. Staty earances for Relocatlons or Other Negotlatlons Affecting Construction. All negotlations for relocations are the responsiv!ilty of
local orests. Al} negotfations with local owners are on schedule.
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- _,

r New Orleans Dlstrict
> _OCAL COOPERATION: (Cont'd)

g- Repayment Contracts. Not spplicab le.

h. Other Current and Anticipated Difficultles, and Proposed Remedlal Actlon. As of 1 January 1979, the State of Loulslana formed the Jefferson
Levee Distrlict and assigned to It the responsiblilty for Jefferson Parlsh levees on the east bank of the Misslssippl Rliver. These levees were
previously the responsiblllty of the Pontchartrain Levee District. Revlsed assurances are under review for the St. Charles Parlsh portion of the
project (Pontchartrain Levee District) and for the Jefferson Parlsh portion of the project (Jefferson Levee District).

SUPFORT AND OPPOS! TION:

a- Interested Senators and Representetives, and Nature and Extent of Support or Oppos!tion.

LOUVSTANA
Senator J. Bennett Johnston - support Representative Robert L. Llvingston, Jr. (ist Dist) - not known 1/
Senator Russe! | B. Long - support Representative Henson W. Moore (6th Dist) - not known
Representative Lindy Boggs (2d DIst) - support Representative Bllly Tauzin (3d Dlst) - not known

1/ Has expressed support for hurricane protection but not necessarily the barrier plan.

bs Support or Opposition by Local Interests. The Loulslana Offlce of Publlc Works, the agency deslgnated to act In such matters In behalf of the
Governor of the State of Loulsiana, the Board of Levee Commissioners of the Orleans Levee Distrlict and the Board of Commissloners of the Port of New
Or leans have éoncurred with the proposed plan of protection and are assisting In the Implementation of the authorlzed pian. The U.S. Flsh and
Wildil fe Service has been consulted on al | aspects of the project and wii| continue In coordlnating future features of the project.

In additlon, the following Loulslana State Senators and Representat]ves have expressed thelr support or opposition:
Senator Samuel! B. Nunez, Jr., District 1 - support (for Chalmette Plan)
Senator Nat G. Klefer, District 2 - support
Representative Edward C Scogln, District 76 - opposition
Representative A. Charles Borrello, District 100 - support
Representative Joseph Accardo, Jr., Distrlct 57 - not known
Representative Theodore J. Marchand, District 102 - support
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LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LA, AND VICINITY 1 January 1985
New Orleans Distrlct

SUPPORT AND OPPOSITION: (Cont'd)

c. Attltude of Affected Property Owners. Most property owners support the plan of protectlon although some minor opposition to speclfic features
of the plan has been encountered.

de Adverse Effects. Approximately 2,100 acres of marsh and swamp wetlands and 900 acres of lake bottom wiil be used for construction of the
hurrlcan:pman. Loss of thls habltant wil! cause a decrease In wlldiife and flsherles In the Lake Pontchartraln area,

Turbld water conditions with assoclated sliting due to dredging, pumping, and levee construction, wil] occur only durling construction perjods.
Temporary turbld water conditlons durlng construction will decrease the amount of primery productlion In the disturbed area by decreasing the |lght
avallab le 4o phytoplankton and other aquatic plants.
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